SOME  CRITICS  OF   AUTHORITARIANISM
to work o.ut more in detail the implication of this doctrine.
"There can no more be an antithesis between the State and
freedom/' he wrote, " than there can be an antithesis between
the individual and the State, for the State is that form of
authority which appears as soon as man is freed from the power
of man and which is manifested as soon as an abuse of force
is to be either prevented or redressed."1 Thus the r6le of the
State is to become perpetually stronger; no political, social,
economic or moral progress is possible without the State ; even
in free Great Britain the power of the State is growing, and
more particularly the power of the Administration; which is
realizing, in other words, that the State must step in and take
over functions hitherto exercised by local bodies now dissolved,
or by public corporations no longer allowed to exist—all of
which is not so much Liberalism as the Radical Jacobinism
of a later period.
2.   THE   REPUBLICAN   REVIVAL
With Simon, who was destined to be the first really Repub-
lican Prime Minister of the Third Republic, we have actually
crossed the boundary between Liberalism and Republicanism,
although he should be distinguished from those whose aim
was definitely the overthrow of Monarchy as such. After being
taken aback somewhat violently by the autocracy of the
"Prince President," whom they had so shortsightedly helped
to set up in the name of democracy, Republicans of all shades
soon tried to rally their forces, so as to create as strong an
opposition as the regime would allow. They soon realized this
would amount to very little; the laws muzzling the Press,
restricting the right of public meeting and forbidding private
associations soon made any open propaganda or organization
next to impossible, while Napoleon's police tracked down
secret societies and persecuted the most harmless forms of
verbal dissent from the all-goodness of the existing system.
" Vive la Republique d&nocratique et sociale ! " was a seditious
cry as early as 1850; seditious also was the wearing of any
1 Ulndividu et Ffitat, p. x.
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